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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 12 is objected to because of the following informalities: the term 
"inpregnant" should read --impregnant— . Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 

P»w^ ,r S ^ 8 perS °" havin9 ordinary ski " in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1, 7-9, 1 1, 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 



unpatentable over G. Forbes (U. S. Pat. 518,946). 
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G. Forbes substantially teaches the claimed invention except that it does not 
show that there is a plurality of the field windings in each slot. G. Forbes does not 
< disclose that the outer jacket is a flexible elastomer. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide a plurality of the field windings in each of the slots since 
it has been held that the mere duplication of the essential working parts of a device 
involves only routine skill in the art. Sf Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co., 193 USPQ 8. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use flexible elastomer since it has been held to be within the 
general skill of a worker in the art to select a known material on the basis of its suitability 
for the intended use as a matter of obvious design choice. In re Leshin, 125 USPQ 416. 
2. Claims 2-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over G. Forbes in view of Washizu et al. (U. S. Pat. 4,227,108). 
G. Forbes substantially teaches the claimed invention except that it does not 
show that the housing and the stator define first and second plenums at first and second 
ends of the stator. 

Washizu et al. disclose that the housing (18) and the stator (10) define first and 
second plenums (26) at first and second ends of the stator (10). The invention of 
Washizu et al. has the purpose of providing a connection portion between the external 
fluid conduits and the internal fluid conduits. 

It would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to modify the 
machine of G. Forbes and provide it with the stator and rotor configuration disclosed by 
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Washizu et al. for the purpose of providing a connection portion between the external 
fluid conduits and the internal fluid conduits. 

3. Claims 10 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over G. Forbes in view of B. Broniewski et al. (U. S. Pat. 

3,287,580). 

G. Forbes substantially teaches the claimed invention except that it does not 
show that the winding wires form helical shaped longitudinal passages. G. Forbes does 
not disclose the use of an impregnant disposed in the slots to seal the spaces between 
adjacent outer jackets and between the outer jackets and walls of the slots. 

B. Broniewski et al. disclose that the winding wires (1) form helical shaped 
longitudinal passages (column 2, lines 2-9). B. Broniewski et al. disclose the use of an 
impregnant disposed in the slots to seal the spaces between adjacent outer jackets and 
between the outer jackets and walls of the slots (column 2, lines 2-9). The invention of 
B. Broniewski et al. has the purpose of decreasing the overall electrical losses due to 
the currents in the winding as a whole. 

It would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to modify the 
machine of G. Forbes and provide it with the passages shape and impregnant disclosed 
by B. Broniewski et al. for the purpose of decreasing the overall electrical losses due to 
the currents in the winding as a whole. 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Refer to the Notice of References Cited for further references 
showing the invention. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Guillermo Perez whose telephone number is (703) 306- 
5443. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday and 
alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nestor Ramirez can be reached on (703) 308 1371 . The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 
305 3432 for regular communications and (703) 305 3432 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308 
0956. 



Guillermo Perez 
September 30, 2002 




